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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

Office of Legislative Counsel //

OLC 78-0533

Honorable Les Aspin, Chairman
Subcommittee on Oversight

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In light of the interest of the Subcommittee on Oversight in the
issue of CIA relations with the media, I want to forward the enclosed
Agency study of the Soviet propaganda campaign against United States
production of a neutron bomb. A long-range objective of this campaign
was the creation of a public opinion climate which will give the Soviets
a favorable edge in SALT and CSCE negotiations.

This operation made use of every kind of printed and electronic
medium, and was supported by a varlety of front organizations, with
their own means of 1nf1uenc1ng opinion. This use of the controlled news
media stimulated reaction in the uncontrolled and neutral media. The
study demonstrates the great resources of the Soviet Union in this field,

and the ease with which they can advance their own interests and damage
those of the U.S.

Sincerely,

Acting Legislative Counsel
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2 September 1977

.SOVIET PROPAGANDA: THE NEUTRON BOMB ‘ e ’
SUMMARY: The Soviet Union during July and August 1977 = .,
- mounted a worldwide campaign against U.S. production s o
. of the neutron bomb. The Soviets pursued this issue in
. - every media channel and wherever it was possible to. ,
stimulate adverse public discssion. These efforts were
" directed toward pressuring th: U.S. to back away from -
-+ producing the bomb as well as accumulating political capi- -
1 . tal for Soviet use at future SALT and CSCE talks. As the
campaign peaked at the end of August, it was apparent
" . that the Soviet Union maintains an impressive capability -
- :-to promote international propaganda on issues it - . o o
rchri-vonsiders important..s oo s T S AT SR TS T

' BACKGROUND

= 1. In early July 1977, CIA received an intelligéﬁce report
that the Soviet Union was preparing a major propaganda campaign . :
against the United States. The attack was to focus on four themes:
the neutron bomb, obstruction of the Geneva Conference, support
. of Israel and a self-serving policy toward South Africa.

X1 _ e 2. |became interested in following this - - - -~
Soviet propaganda effort tor-several réasons: to determine if the '

campaign was local or worldwide; to obtain a fresh appreciation of

the Soviet propaganda capability; possibly to identify previously

unknown Soviet propaganda outlets, and to explore how information .

on Soviet propagandizing might be used in cooperation with foreign

Jiaison services. - - . - : L SRR

DATA BASE

% Headquarters queried regarding the £ 25
appearance of the above themes in local media. Replies were received '
from| | Also factored into- the results were Department of -

State telegrams from 19 Posts and incidental reporting by FBIS and USIA.

3

25

o SHRE
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The daua so overwhelmingly cantered on the neutron bomb issue
that the analysis was conf1ned to thxs subgect

- ANALYSIS

. Period | Total Items c _ Neutron Bomb’Iséue

,»4r10_ﬂu1y,_:;;_ ©3,287 0 : o
31217 July. . 3,123 o L2%
. -18-24 Jduly 3,163 . 5%
25-31 July 3,118 - o “13%
"~ 1-7 August | 3,091 . - 13%
8-14 August 3,445 1%
15-21 August 3,331 .. .5%

No other topic during the 25 July to 14 Augast period received
so much attention. The campaign was sustained not only by volume
but with spaced, dramatic events. On 30 July, TASS for the first time
since Dacember 1974 issued a statement on U.S. foreign policy,
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1'denounc1ng thﬂ neutron bomb. During the we k of 1- 7 August
significant attention was directed toward support of the "Week

‘-f of Action" organized for 6-13 August by the Yorld Peace Council

front group. To keep up steam, Pravda on 9 August published an
- appeal by 28 communist parties against production of the neutron
. bomb. ‘The American Embassy in Moscow noted that the neutron
bomb was the prime Soviet propaganda target.

7. Echoes in Eastern’ Europe. State Bepartment telegrams from 3
East turopean Posts agree that th: aeutron bomb campaign there,

- which took off in the latter weeks of July, was massive, well-

organized and faithfully mirrored the Soviet effort. The campaign
employed all channels of public communication: press, radio, tele-
vision, petitions, .public Tetter writing and dcronstratlons. Some
'comment5° i S

Erague°u”CZechosTovax1a has gone to. consadérabTé Tengths- T

= . to echo Moscow's outspoken anti-US propaganda campa1go.“ik-'”

Sofia: "...a noisy camoa1gn agaxnst us product1on of
neutron bomb...very similar to canpalgns in USSR
and other EE countr1es.? . :

Warsaw: "The Polish media hava joined the EEAchofué.“' .
Berlin. "GDR media opens the ftloodgates on the neutron bomb "

° This East European cacophony is seen as "the second step in a‘“;
campaign to develop worldwide censure of the neutron bomb in general
and to stimulate adverse .commept in Western Europe in particular.

- . 8. Front Group Action. In pronouncing an international "Heek
“of Action” during 56-13 August, the communist-dominated YWorld Peace
Council establishad a focal point for action against the neutron
bomb. - The Soviets' own Peace Committee used the occasion to pass
a reso]utIOn stating the devalopment of the neutron bomb violates
the Helsinki CSCE agreement and threatens SALT nngotxaoions.

Others followed:

* - Peace Councils in various East European states he]d protest
meetings and passed resolutions.. _

- in Istanbul, a Peace Committee deponstrated in front of the
‘U.S. Consulate General.

- an| las completely out
of Jocal character, delivered a protest letter to the Embassy.
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- in Stdttgart, Frankfurt and Dusseldorf, front groups delivered
notes to the Consulates General. In Bonn, two Soviet journalists
. Were observed at a demonstration at the American Embassy.

a front group in Limé, Peru, sent a protest to the United Nations. .

in Tanzania, a WPC delegation sought propaganda assistance ‘
. from President Nyerere. o ; ) -

= other major international front groups such as the International
. Institute for Peace and the World Federation of Trade Unions
participated in the "Week of Action." . . L

The purpose of the front group activity was to keep protest
momentum going and to draw non-communists into the campaign,
' particularly in Western Europe. To the extent that this could be
5, 55— @Ccompl ished, . what had .begun as -largely a-Soviet effort could now ‘> ° R
-~ appear as'a general public reaction to the horrors of the neutron bomb.

~

8. Western Europe. There were two types of adverse public attention -
for. the neutron bomb which the Soviets could hope to’generate in '
. 'Hestern Europe and in fact did. The first might be called “hack -
- comment” and came fro ups and- publications of communist
- parties. -I___________m_frn?r_grn-anti-bomb articles in the Belgian
- CP newspaper, "Le Drapeau Rouge" (articles on ten different days), _
the Austrian CP paper, "Volksstimme,” "L'Unita" in Italy, the Greek
CP/Exterior-newspaper, "Rizospastis,” and so on. The second type of .
- +.-comment, and the far more important, was that of the non-communist
: press situated politically in the center or on the left. A segment
of this press could be counted on to salivate editorially almost on
command once the neutron bomb received such enormous attention in
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. Others in this group could be
expected to react negatively to the bomb issue for various reasons:
~ anti-Americanism, doubts on NATO's viability, hopes of maintaining -
a special status with the Soviet Union, or an honest dislike of the -
neutron bomb. . : - o

10. For the Soviets, the real propaganda paydirt lay in editorial =
treatment given the neutron bomb by this second group, a performance . . -
Judged by NATO Secretary General Luns in a 26 August speech.as con-
‘Sisting of half-truths, untruths and ignorance. Given the emotional . .
themes which were raised in the neutron bomb debate--saving buildings
-rather than people; the hypocrisy of Americans advocating human
rights. in face of the bomb production; the endangering of detente~-
it was an old-fashion editorial binge which many papers would not
deny themselves. And beyond the non-communist, anti-bomb press,

SECREL
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there was the essentially objective sector of the media which
felt an obligation to carry both sides of the argument. For example,
the "International Herald Tribune" of 23 August carried a signed
article by Soviet Nobel Laureat Nikolai Semionov parroting the
Soviet line. The IHT 1later carried a rebuttal by Congressman
Robert Carr but the Soviets could care less. For use in editorial
replay and broadcast journalism, the Semionov piece in IHT was
priceless. | it impossible to distinguish
Teft from right on the bomb issue while’| |unconsciously
made the point of the Soviet propaganda success by commenting that

" "in advanced countries” such as France, "such themes as those ‘

"~ cited...will appear in local media, totally independent of Soviet

. influence.” As a Soviet propagandist might comment, “Right on, .
comrade?" _ , '

L il R Propaganda Elsewhere. . If there were any doubts.of the iz iiilie-uizicd
© “-existence of a worldwide Soviet effort to stop development of the =~
neutron bomb, it was confirmed by efforts of the Soviet delegation
at the Pugwash meeting in Munich during the latter days of August.
There the Soviets pursued one theme: the dangers of the neutron
- bomb and the consequent need for mobilizing world opinion and
pressure agawnst the U.S. This effort was perhaps the capstone
to a campaign which saw the same propaganda Tine appear in far-
scattered medla. . .

Libya: Tripoli riedia for weeks carried propaganda wh1ch [:::]
characterxzed as coming from the Soviets. -
"Peru: Lima's most prestwg1ous newspaper, E] Comer1co,"
carried an attack by the director of the International
Institute for Peace front group, located in Vienna.

_ Ind1a. the independent Calcutta English Tanguage da1]y, a
"Amrita Bazar Patrika," carried 13 ant1 Amorlcan storles,
placed by Soviet assets. : . B

Cameroons: the Government news bulletin, "Sopecam,” .
published TASS material on the neutron bomb. :

Benin: the Cotonou newspaper, ”Ehuzu,”'prxnted‘50v1et
material almost daily. :

“Pakistan: the Urdu newspaper, "Mashriqg,” routinely
published anti-bomb material.

Banéladesh: a leading newspaper, "Sangbad," 1ikened

the U.S. and its bomb to Hitler. A weekly, "Mukti Bani,"
followed suit.
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Mauritius: the Port Louis newspaper, "Le Militant," carried
three articles provided by the Soviets. : .

Mati: "L Essor,” the country's only newspaper, published -
stories provided by the Soviet Embassy. :

-'Ghana. Accra newspapers provided a steady diet of propaganda
furnished directly by the Soviets and East Germans .

JTrAf3hadistan: in Kabul, the Soviet Embassy attacked the f

< - ULS. d1rectly in its "News Bulletin." B

Japan: for the first time in five years, a Sovxet de]egat1on
appeared for a conference against nuclear weapons in H1rosh1ma
and used that forum for anti- neutron bomb propaganda.

_T,Eth1ap1a. the English language newspaper, “Eth1op1an Hera]d ""”F:t’
_carried much Soviet mater1a1. o

CONCLUSIONS - S
12. Operational Mechanics. The volume of propaganda against the

neutron qub, the timing and programmed developments within that

outburst, and the re-occurence of identical themes suggest only one
possibility: an intricate Soviet propaganda campaign involving heavy

Moscow media play, an East European cacophony, international front

group action, direct media placement where possible in non-communist = .
areas and the stimulation in the West of critical medxa comment. U
In this, the Soviets were successful. : . ST

. 13. Sov1et Objectives. The po11t1ca1 obgect1ves of tne Sov1et
~Union in this campaign are clear: stopp1ng production of the neutron _
bomb- and gaining room for maneuvering at SALT and CSCE talks. A State
telegram from Berlin commented: "In the GDR the groundwork is clearly
being laid to support whatever tactics the Soviet Union and its - -

allies may choose to employ at Belgrade." A Sofia te]egram quotes a
Bulgarian official as placing the Soviet propaganda campalgn square]y
in the context of Soviet SALT maneuvering. T

“ 14. Study Objectives. At the timel |wiere” queried on

- neutron bomb propaganda, the extent of the Soviet effort was not

. apparent. One can see now the campaign'was meant to be worldwide and
“jintense from the outset. The campaign indicates the Soviets retain
a sophisticated capability to mount propaganda operations. (A parailel
effort against South African nuclear arms testind provides another
jndicator of this capability.) Concerning identification of new
Soviet media outlets and possible cooperation with foreign 11a1son
services, efforts continue on thlS. .
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U DATE OF REQUEST

DFM 7 FEB ,!978 ) SUSPENSE DATE

SUBJECT:

Last fall we sent this report on the Soviet propaganda
effort against the neutron bomb to the SSCI because of the
concern of that Committee about| |
No copy was sent to HPSCI Because of the interest in the
Aspin Subcommittee, I recommend you sign this letter forwarding
this same report to Aspin. I believe it helps our cause to
demonstrate the media capability of the Soviets.

| v

b

DATE

6 Feb 78

COORDINATED WITH (list names as well as offices)

e Don Gregg OFFICE SA/DO/O

NAME OFFICE DATE

OFFICE

OFFICE

ACTION REQUIRED BY GLC

Signature.
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